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utilize  Printing  House  services.  Nor  does  the  report  in  any  sense 
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REPORT  ON  THE  HEW-APH  SURVEY 


INTRODUCTION 


Under  the  Act  "to  promote  the  education  of  the  blind"  the  Printing  House 
produces  materials  utilized  by  schools  ana  classes  in  the  education  of  visually 
handicapped  children.  The  Congressional  authorization  for  an  appropriation  for  this 
purpose  began  in  1879,  and  amounted  to  ,.10,000,  Over  the  years  the  authorization 
has  grown  and  the  appropriation  has  followed  the  liberalised  authorization  in  extent 
of  the  provision.  In  all  of  these  years  no  formal  study  has  been  undertaken  of  the 
amount  necessary  or  adequate  on  a  per-pupil  basis. 

Population  increases,  the  decreased  mortality  rate  of  infants,  better  procedures 
for  locating  and  identifying  visually  handicapped  children,  and  other  factors,  have 
operated  to  increase  the  number  of  visually  handicapped  children  requiring  education¬ 
al  provision.  Increased  specialization  and  preparation  of  professional  personnel  in 
special  education  have  significantly  changed  educational  patterns  for  visually  handi¬ 
capped  children,  creating  increased  demands  for  specialized  materials.  Changes  in 
the  structure  of  Federal  administration  of  educational  functions  have  led  to 
increased  attention  to  materials  for  promoting  the  education  of  the  blind.  For  these 
reasons,  it  seemed  timely  and  appropriate  to  undertake  a  study  of  the  adequacy  of  the 
Federal  Authorization  and  Appropriation  to  promote  the  education  of  the  blind. 


Purpose'  of  the  Survey 

A  representative  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  who  has 
the  concern  of  administering  the  Federal  Appropriation,  visited  with  Printing  House 
personnel.  In  ensuing  discussions,  questions  were  raised  as  to  the  adequacy  of  the 
Federal  provision  and  as  to  the  adequacy  of  the  scope  of  materials  produced  for  the 
education  of  the  visually  handicapped.  In  concise  form  these  questions  might  be 
phrased,  ""That  is  an  adequate  amount  of  money  per  child  to  provide  educational 
materials  under  the  Act?"  "Is  the  braille  and  large-type  production  adequate  in 
terms  of  quantity,  quality,  and  scope  of  such  material?"  "Are  the  provisions  ade¬ 
quate  for  supplementary  materials  such  as  'tangible  apparatus'  (maps,  writing  devices, 
mathematics  devices,  miscellaneous  educational  needs)?" 

In  an  attempt  to  obtain  a  factual  basis  for  answering  such  questions,  it  was 
suggested  that  a  survey  might  be  undertaken.  The  survey  x^as  initiated  by  the 
Department  of  HEW  with  the  cooperation  of  the  Printing  House. 

The  purpose  of  the  survey  was  to  determine  needs  and  costs.  To  this  end  it 
was  considered  best  to  attempt  to  obtain  direct  reactions  primarily  from  classroom 
teachers.  Their  first-hand  contact  with  the  teaching  situation,  it  was  thought, 


would  put  them  in  the  bent  position  to  assess  needs.  To  get  frank  responses,  teachers 
were  told  they  might  remain  anonymous  it  they  wished.  For  information  in  the 
determination  of  costs,  it  was  felt  that  administrative  personnel  of  schools  and 
classes  would  he  the  better  resource. 


Construction  of  the  Questionnaire 


In  designing  the  instruments  fir  obtaining  these  data,  the  survey  was  seen  as  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  information  on  tht  quality  of  materials  ana  the  quality'  of 
services  (cataloging,  ordering  procedures,  informational  service,  etc.).  The  ques¬ 
tions  were  designed  to  seeK  information  on  tnese  factors  in  addition  to  im  ormation 
on  needs  and  costs.  Liberal  provision  was  made  in  the  questionnaires  for  jer.eral 
comments.  Preliminary  forms  of  the  questions  were  presented  to  the  faculty  and  staff 
of  the  Kentuclcy  School  for  the  Blind  as  a  pilot  project  to  evaluate  the  questions. 
This  contributed  much  to  improve  wording  and  coverage  in  the  quest ionnaire . 


The  wiling  List 

The  mailing  ]ist  for  the  questionnaires  to  teachers  was  developed  from  the 
Printing  House  directory  of  schools  and  classes  it  serves,  the  membership  list  of 
the  American  Association  of  Instructors  of  the  Blind,  and  a  mailing  list  for  its 
publication,  the  International  Journal  on  the  Education  of  the  Blind.  This  list  was 
used  in  lieu  of  any  more  complete  list  of  teachers  in  schools  and  classes  for  the 
blind.  The  mailing  list  for  the  questionnaire  to  administrators  was  developed  from 
the  directory  of  schools  and  classes  served  by  the  Printing  House,  In  addition,  some 
interested  educators  known  to  the  Printing  House  as  being  in  universities  and  colleges 
were  sent  both  questionnaires. 

The  preparation  of  questions  to  be  included  in  both  questionnaires  was  undertaken 
as  a  joint  project  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  personnel  and 
the  Printing  House  personnel.  However,  Questionnaire  II  was  developed  primarily  by 
the  HEW  Department. 

The  original  conception  of  the  project  included  provision  for  a  first-hand 
follow-up  through  visitation  to  some  representative  schools.  This  step  has  not  been 
taken  and  no  provision  has  been  made  Tor  following  through  on  it. 

The  teachers’  questionnaire  was  sent  out  on  Lay  9  and  10,  with  a  covering  letter. 
Unfortunately,  these  quer  Monnaires  were  sent  out  second  class  mail  and  received  very 
poor  service  from  the  postal  department.  Lany  wer<  delayed  to  such  an  extent  that 
they  were  nou  received  until  after  the  suggested  dat >  Lor  their  return.  Furthermore, 
this  was  an  unfortunate  tame  for  many  school  personnel,  since  the  material  reached 
them  at  one  of  their  busiest  times  of  the  year.  Two  postal  card  follow-ups  solicit¬ 
ing  early  replies  were  sent  on  Lay  ?9  and  June  11.  Sec  APPENDIX  I  for  sample 
questionnaire,  covering  letter,  and  follow-up  cards. 
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The  teachers'  questionnaire,  Questionnaire  1,  was  sent  to  1,331  people  whose 
addresses  were  available.  One  hundred  and  forty-eight  were  known  to  be  ineffective 
because  of  changed  addresses,  or  because  they  were  sent  to  people  who  were  no  longer 
in  the  work,  or  were  sent  to  parents  or  non-teaching  personnel,  or  the  recipients 
returned  blank  questionnaires  for  other  reasons. 


The  Response  -  Questionnaire  I 

The  total  response  that  can  be  accounted  for  was  613,  or  L6%  of  the  1,331  sent. 
Usable  returns  were  received  from  37<5  residential  school  personnel  ana  from  91  public 
school  personnel  for  a  total  of  565  usable  responses.  This  565  represents  3>S%  of 
the  1,331  that  were  sent  out.  The  usable  returns  of  56>  represent  16%  of  the  total 
returns  of  613. 

Fifty-one  state  residential,  private  or  semi-private  residential  schools  and 
adult  agencies  were  represented  by  37b  teachers  and  55  cities  having  public  school 
classes  were  represented  by  91  teachers  contributing  usable  information.  This 
represents  106  schools  and  classes  and  aauit  agencies,  and  a  total  of  565  teachers, 

tie  are  presently  seeking  data  from  a  survey  conducted  by  the  Department  of 
Labor  Statistics  and  the  American  Foundation  for  the  blind  that  nay  help  us  determine 
to  what  extent  the  teachers  who  responded  to  this  survey  are  representative  of  the 
total  population  of  such  teachers  in  this  country.  To  this  date  these  data  are  not 
available . 


The  Response  -  Questionnaire  II 


Questionnaire  II,  to  administrators  ana  heads  of  schools  and  classes  was 
directed  to  130  such  persons.  Fighty-five  (65/o)  responses  were  received;  hi  of 
76  (62%)  public  school  program  administrators  representing  330  full-time,  7  part- 
time,  and  a  total  of  337  teachers.  They  serve  1,36 h  qualifying  children  and  2,675 
children  with  vision  ranging  between  20/200  and  20/70,  or  a  total  of  5,039  children. 
The  30  of  55  (10%)  state  residential,  private,  or  semi -private  residential  schools 
and  adult  agencies  represent  70?  full-time,  69  part-time ,  and  a  total  of  876  teach¬ 
ers  serving  5,628  qualifying  children,  397  with  vision  ranging  between  20/200  and 
20/70,  or  a  total  of  5,025  chiiarcn. 

The  combined  totals  for  Questionnaire  II  are  from  administrators  represent¬ 
ing  1,11)4  full-time  teachers,  96  part-time  teachers,  and  a  total  of  1,211  teachers 
serving  5,992  qualifying  children,  3,072  children  with  20/200  to  20/70  vision,  or 
a  total  of  9,06i;  children. 


Brief  General  Summary  and  Comment  on  Questionnaire  I 


This  survey  was  undertaken  to  determine  needs  ana  costs  for  adequate  materials 
for  the  education  of  visually  handicapped  children  produced  by  the  American  Printing 
House  under  "the  act  to  promote  the  education  of  the  blind." 

To  determine  needs  and  costs,  the  survey  was  designed  to  obtain  information  on 
the  life,  use,  and  desirability  of  materials. 

In  response  to  Questionnaire  I ,  braille  materials  are  said  to  have  physical 
lives  ranging  from  2.5  to  6.5  years.  This  life  is  said  to  be  limited  by  wearing 
down  of  braille  dots,  wearing  out  of  binding,  paper,  ana  children's  Treatment. 

The  life  of  braille  materials  in  terms  of  up-to-dateness  is  said  to  range  from 
2  to  15  years,  with  an  average  of  about  6  years. 

Although  the  purpose  of  tnis  question  was  almost  solely  to  determine  life  to 
compute  necessity  and  costs  of  replacement,  interesting  questions  concerning 
quality  are  raised. 

The  Printing  House  has  long  held  the  view  that  young  children  and  beginning 
braille  readers  should  have  fresh,  new,  and  substantial  materials  for  use  in  the 
early  stages  of  their  introduction  to  braille.  It  is  known  that  new  braille  readers 
have  a  tendency  to  press  too  hard  on  the  dots  and  it  is  expected  that  braille 
materials  in  the  primary  grades  will  not  have  the  longevity  that  books  for  older 
children  might  be  expected  to  have.  The  Printing  House  feels  that  the  solution  to 
this  problem  is  not  in  attempts  to  extend  the  life  of  such  books  by  strengthening 
dots  or  binding,  but  rather  in  frequent  replacement.  A  strong,  old  book  that  is 
smudged,  soiled,  and  sticky  would  be  less  appealing  and  motivating  than  a  fresh, 
new  book  that  was  considered  expendable  in  a  shorter  period  of  time.  It  has  been 
felt  that  Printing  House  patrons  concur  in  this  view. 

Information  is  not  available  to  compare  this  "life"  from  the  standpoint  of 
"datedness"  with  the  "life -datedness"  of  inkprint  materials.  The  common  conception, 
however,  is  that  inkprint  materials  become  dated  very  rapidly  —  in  much  less  time 
than  6  years,  '."nether  or  not  this  is  an  artifact  created  by  publishers  is  an  open 
question.  It  is  to  be  remembered,  ho'wever,  that  most  braille  materials  are  tran¬ 
scribed  from  inkprint  materials  and  that  a  substantial  portion  of  their  "life"  in 
terms  of  "datedness"  would  be  "used  up"  by  the  time  lag  for  transcribing  into 
braille.  This  time  lag  is  a  function  of  inkprint-narketing  time,  braille-publica- 
tions-committee-selection  time ,  scheduling -transcribing -producing-distributing 
time,  etc. 

The  question  is  raised  as  to  whether  the  respondents  to  this  questionnaire  are 
basing  their  judgment  of  "life-datedness"  on  previous  experience  with  braille 
materials  or  by  comparison  with  comparable  inkprint  materials.  Certainly,  the  time 


lag  mentioned  above  as  characteristic  of  the  history  of  braille  production  has  had 
some  conditioning  effect  on  consumers  of  Printing  House  materials. 

Perhaps  the  paramount  question  that  is  raised  is  "How  much  should  attempts  to 
lengthen  physical  life  conform  to  the  estimates  of  'life -datedness *?"  To  out  it 
another  way,  should  tne  physical  life  of  primary  books  (for  example)  be  extended 
beyond  2.5  years  in  view  of  the  rapidly  changing  presentation  and  format  of  the 
inkprint  predecessor-counterpart,  even  though  the  survey  suggests  that  their 
"datedness-life"  is  of  the  order  of  6  years?  The  survey  does  not  appear  to  contain 
the  answers  to  this  type  of  problem. 

Much  that  has  been  said  about  braille  publications  also  applies  to  large  type. 
The  physical  life  of  large-type  books  varies  little  from  that  said  to  characterize 
braille  books. 

In  dealing  with  questions  of  longevity  of  materials,  economic  considerations 
must  be  taken  into  account.  Binding  is  frequently  mentioned  as  a  factor  limiting 
the  life  of  large-type  books.  Their  awkward  size,  which  creates  handling  problems 
for  children,  is  largely  determined  by  what  it  is  economical!;}/  sound  to  produce. 

One  needs  to  know,  therefore,  the  point  of  diminishing  returns  for  dollars  invested 
in  lengthening  physical  life  when  "datedness"  questions  are  taken  into  account. 
Certainly  there  is  little  value  in  effort  to  make  books  last  longer  than  the 
material  in  them  stays  in  date  from,  the  standpoint  of  current  content  and  presenta¬ 
tion. 


Questions  3.  and  U,  The  consideration  of  optimum  service  by  the  Printing  House 
to  those  it  serves  is  important  to  the  administration  of  the  Printing  House  for  it 
is  anxious  to  serve  its  patrons  in  every  feasible  way.  It  is  known  that  those 
teaching  visually  handicapped  children  do  not  have  available  to  them  the  wealth  of 
materials  available  to  teachers  of  the  sighted.  Many  interested,  creative,  and 
competent  teachers  develop,  prepare,  and  make  available  to  their  students  many 
enriching  materials.  It  is  of  interest  to  the  Printing  House  to  know  how  it  might 
assist  teaching  personnel  in  these  endeavors.  This  information  has  a  direct  bear¬ 
ing  on  needs  and  costs. 

For  this  purpose,  Questions  3»  and  I*.  were  included.  Many  valuable  suggestions 
resulted.  They  reveal  that  the  questions  are  of  important  concern  to  teachers. 

The  suggestions  stimulate  the  Printing  House  to  further  study  of  this  problem  to 
determine  how  best  to  meet  these  needs. 

It  is  clear  that  current  production  emphasis  first  on  basic  and  supplementary 
braille  materials  and  then  on  basic  and  supplementary  large -type  materials,  talking 
books  and  tangible  apparatus,  in  that  order,  is  the  emphasis  preferred  by  respon¬ 
dents. 
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Question  5.  is  another  aimed  at  information  on  the  desire  for  broadened  service. 
Special  areas  arc  mentioned  receiving  little  coverage  now  because  of  the  dearth  of 
inkprint  materials  in  these  areas,  and  because  the  Printing  House  retains  no 
professional  writers  nor  staff  of  editors. 

The  areas  mentioned  -  braille  reading  readiness  materials,  materials  for 
mentally  retarded  blind  children,  materials  for  braille  arithmetic  readiness  -  are 
very  specialized.  No  simple  transcription  of  inkprint  materials  meets  the  need. 

Only  experienced  and  competent-authoritative  writers  not  now  available  to  the 
Printing  House  can  meet  this  need.  Herein,  the  survey  reveals  a  need  and  suggests 
some  facts  about  costs  that  need  consideration. 

Question  6.  deals  with  the  form  —  braille,  recorded,  or  large-type  preferred 
for  the  production  of  resource  materials  (non-basic-text  materials). 

For  this  type  of  material,  braille  is  again  most  preferred.  Talking  book 
recorded  form  is  second  choice.  Large-type  and  tape -re corded  form  follow. 

The  interest  in  talking-book  recorded  form  is  notable  since  it  is  the  form  in 
which  the  least  is  done  in  the  way  of  specially  prepared  materials  for  children 
and  schools.  The  response  suggests  that  consideration  should  be  given  to  this 
medium  for  resource  materials. 

Question  7.  As  noted  above,  the  Printing  House  production  in  braille,  large- 
type,  and  recorded  form  usually  has  as  its  source  regular  inkprint  pubxicaticns.  In 
most  cases,  this  is  considered  completely  appropriate  with  but  minor  editing,  since 
visually  handicapped  children  have  the  same  needs,  will  live  in  the  same  communities, 
and  want  the  same  kinds  of  things  as  do  sighted  children. 

There  are,  however,  special  needs  of  visually  handicapped  children  not  fully 
and  adequately  met  through  the  adaptation  of  materials  for  the  sighted.  Braille 
reading  requires  some  differentiation  from  inkprint  reading  —  it  is  tactual,  not 
visual.  Readiness  for  braille  reading  is  very  similar  to  readiness  for  inkprint 
reading.  However,  the  materials  for  developing  readiness  for  visual  reading  differ 
from  those  that  can  be  used  for  tactual  reading.  Merely  making  inkprint  line  drawings 
in  raised  line  form  is  often  not  sufficient.  Previous  research  has  established  that 
raised  line  representations  do  not  convey  the  same  meanings  as  do  their  inkprint 
counterparts.  Here  then,  are  expressed  some  areas  "where  Printing  House  service  may 
be  expanded  to  meet  the  needs. 

Question  8t  In  recent  years  the  Printing  House  has  become  increasingly  aware 
that  teachers  would  like  to  have  materials  that  are  somewhat  "self -administering. 11 
In  order  to  individualize  instruction  -  an  important  principle  in  special  education  - 
children  need  work  at  which  they  can  occupy  themselves  constructively  with  minimal 
supervision.  This  frees  the  teacher  to  individualize  her  ii/ork  more.  Such  material 
is  often  in  workbook  form. 

The  existence  of  the  problem  is  confirmed  in  the  response  to  Question  8.  Work¬ 
books  are  desired  for  a  wide  range  of  subject  matter  in  both  braille  and  large  type. 
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V  l  .Ilia  I  1  .V  !  i-'i  i  ii  I  i  raj  i|  H  ii  I  iv;i'lrr:i  i:;  i  ’X  l.r«  mli  ly  limit. id.  To  <  l>  I  i  pin  i  i  u  •  uln.'li  aurh  p.  rioiH- 
i  :<i  I  :J  f  iiiuii  1 1 1  1  ii  a  (Idol  I  In  flit  n  ;i  l.r  1  <  ■ to  1  l  1  a  L  now  .  i  va  i  I  .i  h  1 1  ,  I  til.,  qi  u - m  I  I  oi  i  i 1  t.-i  I  i  u  •  1  iu  ltd 

Tht.ri  is  a  strong  interest  on  Uio  part  of  respondent. s  lor  niori  periodical 
Literature.  The  range  of  suggestions  is  extremely  broad.  To  atief.pt  to  make  some 
available  —  weekly,  picture  magazines  for  example  —  seems  unfeasible.  However, 
many  practical  possibilities  are  suggested. 

Question  10.  seeks  to  discover  how  the  Printing  house  mignt  assist  teachers 
to  improve  the  use  of  certain  educational  materials.  Special  "manuals  of  instruc¬ 
tion"  for  using  certain  materials  with  visually  handicapped  children  might  be  of 
help.  The  need  here  is  in  part  a  function  of  limited  professional  training 
opportunities  for  teachers  of  the  visually  handicapped,  "turnover"  or  lack  of 
experience  on  the  part  of  some  teachers,  and  the  addition  of  relatively  new  materi¬ 
als  and  devices. 

There  is  a  need  for  this  type  of  special  writing  and  publication  in  the  field. 

Question  11.  A  limited  number  of  tests  adapted  for  use  with  visually  handi¬ 
capped  children  are  produced  in  braille.  Such  tests  are  presently  limited  to  those 
that  measure  achievement.  This  is  probably  the  one  category  of  tests  that  can  be 
adequately  administered,  scored,  and  interpreted  by  classroom  teachers. 

It  seens  doubtful  that  the  Printing  House  should  concern  itself  with  the 
development  of  psychological  tests.  However,  it  seems  appropriate  to  develop  ways 
in  which  to  improve  Printing  House  services  in  producing  achievement  test  material 
and  preparing  tne  test  materials  adequately  developed  by  professional  test-makers. 

Question  12.  merits  inclusion  and  consideration  since  fexv  other  sources  of 
games  and  leisure  time  activities  are  available.  Since  such  devices  make  an 
educational  contribution,  and  since  the  Printing  House  serves  educational  institu¬ 
tions  (residential  schools)  that  have  responsibility  for  the  leisure  time  as  well 
as  the  education  of  their  charges. 

Questions  13.  to  16.  deal  with  equipment  aside  from  braille  and  large-type 
books.  How  much  such  equipment  is  needed  for  each  child?  How  long  does  it  last? 

How  many  different  devices  are  used  or  needed?  Do  the  needs  vary  at  different  grade 
levels? 

One  braillewriter  per  child  is  requested  by  the  majority  of  respondents  for  all 
the  grades  except  the  kindergarten. 


Most  respondents  seem  to  feel  that  a  braillewriter  will  last  about  10  years. 


The  majority  of  respondents  ask  for  one  talking  book  reproducer  per  class  for 
the  kindergarten  through  the  intermediate  grades.  Responses  are  about  equally 
divided  for  one  per  class  and  one  per  student  at  the  high  school  level. 


Most  respondents  seem  to  feel  that  a  tnlkinr  book  reproducer  vil"!  last  about 
p  years. 

Responses  to  Question  lj,.  throws  but  little  specific  light  on  needs  ana  costs 
for  tangible  apparatus.  This  situation  exists  lecauso  of  the  specialized  nature 
of  much  of  the  tangible  apparatus  listed.  That  is,  the  devices  have  applications 
at  various  levels  in  school  programs  and  tor  different  subjects,  iihen  a  music 
teacher  responds  that  she  does  not  use  a  Hoff  Aid,  this  does  not  mean  that  the 
Hoff  Aid  is  not  necessary  or  desirable  as  a  mathematics  aid. 

The  majority  of  responses  to  Question  16.  request  that  the  printing  House 
produce  models  of  many  types.  Other  auditions  to  tangible  apparatus  production 
that  are  sought  are  educational  toys  or  games,  special  desks,  a  smaller  relief 
globe,  adapted  equipment  for  multiple-handicapped  children,  and  a  variety  of 
teaching  aids  for  reading  and  arithmetic. 

Questions  17.  and  16.  Since  it  is  said  that  approximately  80p  of  those  we  call 
‘'blind"  have  some  residual  vision,  and  since  ophthal. lologists  have  recently 
increasingly  suggested  that  use  of  residual  vision  may  not  be  as  harmful  as  once 
supposed,  some  thought  has  been  given  to  materials  that  could  be  useful  to  so-called 
low-visioned  children.  Survey  respondents  would  welcome  a  variety  of  such  provision. 

Identifying  data  for  the  respondents  to  the  survey  reveal  that  they  serve  more 
than  3,000  partially-seeing  children.  Realistic  Limitations  on  the  amount  of  ink- 
print  material  that  can  be  reproduced  in  large  type  suggest  that  a  device  tV.au  would 
enlarge  and  illuminate  normal  print  adequately  for  partiallv-see ing  children  might 
help  to  meet  the  need  for  the  variety  of  material  that  would  be  desirable.  Although 
a  commercial  device  of  this  type  is  available,  its  operation  and  cost  rua.ee  it  but 
an  imperfect  solution.  It  might  well  be  a  legitimate  undertaking  of  the  Printing 
House  to  work  toward  the  development  of  an  improved  device  of  this  type.  Host 
respondents  to  this  question  believe  this  to  be  true. 

Question  19.  concerns  an  area  of  importance:  to  the  visually  handicapped,  music. 
Many  suggestions  were  contributed  on  ways  in  which  respondents  feel  that  Printing 
House  service  in  supplying  music  might  be  improved.  One  of  the  most  significant  of 
these  is  the  suggestion  that  music  be  produced  in  large  type,  a  form  of  music  not 
presently  availaole. 

The  Printing  House-  is  concerned  with  the  quality  of  its  products  and  services. 
The  survey  seemed  an  appropriate  time  to  get  the  opinions  of  those  who  use  our 
facilities.  Question  20.  asked  for  specific  reactions  on  the  quality  of  Printing 
House  products.  Respondents  were  generous  in  their  praise,  and  frank,  fair,  and 
constructive  in  their  criticism. 


Question  21.  When  a  program  has  been  in  operation  l'or  seventy-seven  years, 
it  is  possible  to  retain  some  products  and  services  that  have  outlived  their  optimum 
usefulness.  This  question  sought  the  help  oi  respondents  in  determining  if  there 
were  any  such,  and  if  they  could  bo  dropped  without  detriment  to  the  program. 

Question  22.  The  Printing  House  conducts  most  of  its  business  by  mail-order 
means.  This  entails  an  active  program  to  keep  patrons  informed  as  to  goods,  services 
prices,  and  deliveries.  Although  it  is  not  always  within  the  control  of  the  Printing 
House  to  see  that  its  informational  services  get  to  the  pcooie  who  want  and  need 
them  most,  this  question  asked  for  suggestions  on  improving  in  this  respect.  Perhaps 
one  of  the  clearest  results  of  the  survey  is  the  desire  for  direct  contact  with 
teachers  through  catalog  and  informational  materials.  The  merit  of  this  request  is 
emphasized  by  the  evidence  of  unwitting  ignorance  on  the  part  of  some  respondents 
regarding  Printing  House  functions,  products,  and  services. 

Question  23.  The  last  item  in  the  survey  was  not  a  question  at  all.  It  was  a 
request.  It  was  included  to  give  respondents  opportunity  to  say  whatever  they  might 
feel  —  especially  if  provision  had  not  previous!;  been  made  for  making  such  comment. 

A  wealth  of  subjective,  essay -type  responses  were  received,  many  are  compli¬ 
mentary,  Some  express  some  dissatisfaction,  many  contain  valuable  suggestions. 

Aside  from  the  value  of  suggestions  that  are  included,  the  response  suggests  that 
those  who  contributed  are  appreciative  of  the  opportunity  to  communicate  their 
feelings  to  the  Printing  House  11  with  no  holds  barred." 


ix 


QUESTIONNAIRE  II 


Analysis  of  Responses 


QUESTION  1. 

Do  you  consider  the  current  Federal  oer-capita 
allotment  for  instructional  materials  from  the 
Printing  House  adequate,  too  much,  too  little? 


Public  School 

> 

Residential 

.4 

£l 

Total 

% 

Adequate 

21 

h% 

5 

13 

26 

31 

Too  much 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Too  little 

19 

ho 

32 

8h 

51 

60 

No  answer 

2 

6 

1 

3 

h 

h+ 

Don ' t  know 

5 

9 

0 

0 

h 

5 

Totals 

hi 

38 

85 

There  seems  to  be  a  wide  divergence  in  opinions  between  public  school  and 
residential  school  respondents.  Analysis  of  the  comments  accompanying  this  question 
throws  some  light  on  the  answers. 

One  respondent  checking  "adequate"  said,  "with  supplements  from  community 
organisations."  Another  said,  "Perhaps  I’ll  change  my  mind  with  more  experience," 
(nThis  class  was  started  last  fall  with  four  students  at  Grade  I,  only.")  Another 
respondent  commented,  "Since  our  enrollment  increased,  this  (adequate)  has  been  true. 
When  it  was  smaller,  we  found  it  difficult  to  provide  for  all  the  needs  of  the 
children.  We  still  supplement  the  quota  with  local  funds  for  materials  not  avail¬ 
able  through  the  quota."  Another  respondent  says,  "While  I  haven’t  used  my  allotment, 
I  would  like  to  accumulate  so  that  I  could  buy  maps  at  the  end  of  several  years." 

This  respondent  goes  on  to  answer  Question  2.  by  saying,  "Fifteen  to  twenty  dollars 
would  be  all  right  for  my  needs."  This  respondent  is  probably  not,  aware  that  about 
$30  per  child  is  already  available.  Another  respondent  answering  "adequate" 
comments,  "The  greater  amount  of  books,  etc.,  wc  use  come  from  private  sources," 

The  "Don't  know"  responses  came  from  administrative  personnel  in  public  school 
classes.  They  were  accompanied  by  such  comments  as  "Our  program  is  new,"  "Don't 
knov;  -  have  only  been  in  operation  two  years,"  "Not  enough  experience  in  program 


QUESTION  2 


3. 


How  much  do  you  think  it  shoxild  he?  (Per  school  ye  or  in  dollars.) 


Responses  to  this  Question  indicate  some  ignorance  ns  to  how  much  the  current 
per-capitu  allotment  is.  They  also  surges!  some  unrealistic  thinking  as  to  what 
it  should  be.  Tnc  nineteen  "No  answer”  and  "Don't  know"  responses  are  in  part  the 
result  of  new  public  school  classes.  However,  seven  such  responses  come  from 
residential  schools.  The  extremes  of  amounts  suggested  probe big  make  the  median 
figure  more  realistic  than  the  averages  sr  m<  dec. 


Public  School 


Residential  School 


Total 


Amount 

Responses 

Amount 

Responses 

Amount 

Respoi 

$15-20 

1 

$25-30 

1 

$15-20 

1 

20 

1 

30 

6 

20 

1 

35 

1 

35 

3 

2  a -30 

1 

65 

3 

ho 

8 

30 

h 

5o 

3 

15 

2 

35 

h 

60 

1 

65-50 

1 

hO 

8 

60 

1 

5o 

8 

65 

5 

85 

1 

5o-6o 

1 

15-50 

l 

100 

1 

60 

1 

5o 

ll 

200 

1 

66 

1 

50-6o 

l 

100 

1 

60 

2 

66 

1 

8o 

1 

85 

1 

1 00 

2 

200 

1 

m 

l 

tnl  15 

Range :  $15-200 

$25-100 

$15-200 

Median:  $50 

vlo 

$65 

Modes:  $65  and  50 

$60  and  50 

C5o 

Average:  (63.00 

•  65.oo 

$50.52 

Don 1 t  know  16 

l 

15 

No  answer  16 

5 

19 

Larger  1 

l 

Varies  1 

l 

2 

Costs  plus  1 

1 

As  much  ^ 

as  possible 

— 

1 

Adequate  now  1  1 


h 


Analysis  of  responses  to  question 
think  should  hi  provided  is  related  to 
fying  for  quota  funds. 


two  shows  that  the  amount  respondents 
the  nu: leer  of  children  re,  ortod  as  ;ua'.i- 


Fewcr  than  130 
qualifying  children 


$bS  or  less 
requested 


h 


10 


More  than  k,U5 
requested 


p,  S.  Res,  Total  P.  S.  Res,  rot.al 


9 


6  17 


More  than  130 
qualifying  children 


11 


12 


Eight  schools  and  seven  classes,  seventeen  in  all,  having  .Less  than  130 
qualifying  children  ask  for  more  than  foUS  per  pupil. 

Six  schools  and  four  classes,  ten  in  all,  having  less  than  130  quili Lying 
children  ask  for  $>iiS  or  less. 

Five  schools  and  two  classes,  seven  in  all ,  having  more  than  130  qualifying 
children  ask  for  more  than  $ii5. 

Eleven  schools  and  one  class,  twelve  in  all,  having  more  than  130  qualifying 
children  ask  for  .US  or  less. 


5. 


[UESTION  3. 


If  you  do  not  know  hew  much,  how  do  you  suggest 
that  the  appropriate  amount  could  be  determined? 


This  is  undoubtedly  a  difficult  question  for  anyone  to  answer.  It  would 
certainly  be  especially  difficult  for  people  newly  participatin’:  in  the  program 
or  not  closely  involved  in  it.  No  strong  preference  for  any  method  of  determining 
the  appropriate  amount  is  suggested  by  the  respondents. 


Public 

Schools 


No  answer  23 
Don * t  know  6 
No  3 
Survey  2 
Per-capita  2 
Costs-plus  basis  1 
Estimate  3 
Previous  experience  3 
Improved  distribution  1 
Consider  location  1 
Conference  1 
Varies  1 
F  crmula  0 
Tic  to  cost-  f -living  index  0 


Reside  ntial  Total 

Schools 

27  50 

1  7 

o  3 

2  li 


7 


1 


2 


0  3 

0  3 


0 


L 


0  1 

u  1 


0  1 
1  1 


1 


1 


QUESTION  J4 


6. 


What  is  your  estimate  of  the  amount  of  money  per  student 
required  for  adequate  books  and  other  teaching  materials? 

The  answer  to  this  question  should  not  take  into  consideration 
either  the  present  Federal  par-capita  allotment  or  the 
availability  or  non-availability  of  state,  local,  or  private 
funds* 


It  is  surprising  to  find  such  wi ’c  variance  in  response  to  this  question. 
Whether  or  not  respondents  have  interpreted  the  question  '  if iVrent.l ,y  is  not  known. 
Nor  is  it  known  whether  differences  in  the  type  of  pro.gr  r.i  or  curriculum  could 
result  in  such  wide  differences. 

Again,  the  extremes  are  better  represented  by  the  me-  inn  figures  rather  than 
the  average  figures. 

It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  the  central  tendencies  of  public  school 
responses  are  greater  than  those  of  re  si  iential  school  responses,  since,  in  public 
school  programs  children  are  mere  or  less  integrated  in  at  least  seine  parts  of 
the  regular  public  school  program.  However,  it  may  be  assume  1  t:  0  the  utilisation 
of  large  and  costly  equipment  is  spread  an  can  be  pr  -rated,  among  larger  numbers 
of  children  more  centrally  located  in  residenti"!  schools. 


(continue  ";) 


(Question  I4.)  (continued) 


(What  is  your  estimate  of  the  amount  of  money  per  student  required 
for  adequate  books  and  other  teaching  materials?  The  answer  to 
this  question  should  not  take  into  consideration  cither  the  present 
Federal  per-capita  allotment  or  the  availability  cr  non-avr ilability 
of  state,  local,  or  private  funds.) 


Public  School 

Residential  Schools 

Total 

Mo  answer 

13 

6 

19 

Don’t  know 

7 

t- 

9 

*15 

1 

0 

1 

25 

2 

0 

2 

25  -  30 

1 

1 

2 

30 

1 

1 

2 

35 

1 

1 

O 

CL 

30  -  60 

0 

1 

1 

35  -  1*0 

1 

0 

1 

hO 

1 

1 

O 

c. 

50 

3 

8 

11 

55 

2 

0 

2 

60 

2 

h 

6 

65 

1 

0 

1 

60  -  75 

1 

0 

1 

65  -  75 

0 

1 

1 

75 

h 

0 

5 

75  -  80 

0 

1 

1 

80 

0 

1 

1 

75  -  100 

1 

3 

h 

90 

1 

0 

1 

100 

1 

2 

3 

lilO 

1 

0 

1 

JL 

115 

1 

0 

1 

200  -  350 

1 

0 

1 

Other 

0 

5 

5 

Range : 

$15  -  $350 

025  -  O100 

015  -  0350 

Median: 

$57.50 

05o,oo 

$60.00 

Modes : 

—0 

en. 

• 

0 

0 

v5o*oo 

05o,oo 

Average : 

077.93 

060. 30 

' Y-.t  on 

.  ‘-t- 

8 


QUESTION  5. 


Would  you  favor  none  formula  for  apnortioning  the 
funds  among  children  at  different  grade  levels 
rather  than  on  a  straight  per-capita  basis? 


The  differences  between  public  school  and  residential  school  in  responses 
favoring  a  formula  suggested  in  the  question  may  result  from  differences  in 
responsibility  for  children.  Whereas  the  residential  school  is  li.ee ly  to  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  education  of  children  from  grades  one  to  twelve,  or  at  least  grades 
one  to  eight  or  ten,  public  school  respondents  nay  only  be  responsible  for  children 
in  some  part  of  a  6-3-3  or  8—1;  plan.  The  latter  then  would  more  likely  want 
different  grade  levels  given  more-  consideration •  Residential  school  people  can 
buy  materials  for  any  level  with  per-capita  funds  available  from  children  over  a 
wider  spread  of  grades. 


Putt  ic 

School 

P  .-i  ■' ! 

dial  School 

Tote 

il 

Number 

Per  Gent 

Number 

Per  Cent 

Number 

Per  Cent 

No  answer 

8 

175 

3 

85 

11 

135 

Don’t  know 

1 

25 

1 

2  55 

2 

25 

Yes 

26 

555 

7 

185 

33 

395 

No 

12 

265 

26 

685 

38 

155 

Yes  and  No 

0 

o5 

1 

2  Id 

1 

25 

Totals 


U7 


38 


85 
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QUESTION  6. 


Would  you  favor  some  formula  for  apportioning  the 
funds  so  that  the  total  share  of  small  schools  would 
he  more  commensurate  with  that  of  larger  schools? 


Residential  respondents  are  more  definite  in  their  answers.  The  majority  of 
both  types  of  respondents  favor  some  way  of  apportioning  the  funds  more  equitably. 
The  smaller  proportion  of  residential  respondents  favoring  this  idea  could  result 
entirely  from  the  fact  that  since  they  arc  larger  they  have  least  to  gain.  The 
proportion  of  "Yes"  and  "No"  responses  from  the-  public  schools  suggests  that  if 
the  32/0  who  gave  no  answer  or  responded  "Don't  know"  were  more  interested  or  better 
informed  the  number  of  "Yes"  answers  would  be  significantly  increased. 


Public 

School 

Residential  School 

Tot, 

al 

Number 

Per  Cent 

Number 

Per  Cent 

Number 

Per  Cent 

No  answer 

8 

17/? 

6 

16# 

111 

17# 

Don't  know 

7 

lS% 

0 

0# 

7 

8# 

Yes 

27 

575, 

18 

hl% 

IS 

53# 

No 

5 

ll# 

lU 

37# 

19 

22# 

hi  38  85 


Totals 


10. 


QUESTION  7. 

How  much  has  your  school  expended  in  each  o!‘  the.  past  four 
years  (1952-53,  1953-5U,  195U-55,  1955-56)  from  its  own 
funds  for  instructional  materials  of  various  kincis?  ttmt 


typos  of 
for? 

materials,  principally,  wore  these  funds  expended 

Residenti'1!  Schools: 

( sample s ) 

0  223.50 

890.00 

205.00 

156.60 

Primary  equipment. 

Bought  some  braillewriters  and  craft  materials. 

Crafts  and  Primary  equipment. 

Primary  equipment . 

v  750.00 

750.00 

1,000,00 

1,000.00 

Typewr iters,  desks,  paper,  print  books,  etc. 

&  1,000.00 

1,000.00 

1,00  .00 

1,000.00 

Supplies. 

$  2,li90.31 

l,--  .79 

2 ,81+8.95 

3,000.00 

(1)  Paper  and  other  educational  supplies;  (2)  Print  music, 
and  instruments;  (3)  Boys’  and  }  ills’  Industrial  Supplies 
and  Eouipmont;  (1;)  Repair  of  educational  equipment; 

(5)  Food  for  animals  at  our  nature  study  far  ;-cnnp. 

6-  3,781.80 

3,873.92 

3,1  75.26 

3,1,11.52 

Educational  supplies.  (This  does  not  include  equipment.) 

6  5,ooo.oo 
6,000.00 
6,000.00 

7,00d.00 

Books,  magazines,  maps,  braillewriters,  paper,  pencils, 
tape  recordings,  records,  movies,  films,  slides,  etc. 

&  9,969.148  (Private)  Literary  Expense  (hS%  classroom  supplies  and  equipment, 


7,191.80 

11,211.52 

6,973.50 

braillers,  new  equip  ;ent.) 

Industrial  Arts  Expen..-  (no  j  equipment). 

Ilusic  Expanse  (organ  tuning  and  repair,  new  equipment). 
T)-B  Expense  (new  equipment). 

(Question  7.)  (continued) 


Public  Schools : 

(samples) 

0  C? . 76 

53.1 j3 
613.12 

Specie!  toys,  boobs,  general  and  storeroom  supplies. 
Special  toys,  paper  flash  cards  and  storeroom  cuoplies. 
Special  books,  paper,  toys,  and  storeroom  suppli  s, 

I*  Perkins  braillers,  and  slates. 

97.87 

Special  books,  recordings  and  storeroom,  supplies. 

0  13'J.OO 

130.00 
130.00 
130.00 

Supplies  (braille  paper,  paries,  scissors,  caste,  cloth, 
food  stuffs,  needles,  construction  and 
cre  pe  paper) . 

50  prirt  books  for  four  years. 

$  765.25 

183.60 
225.23 

Partial  expense.  Items  used  also  by  sighted  children 
not  included. 

&  2,729.80 

36  ..1*0 
959.39 

Special  supplies  and  special  equipment. 

&  5,000.00 
6,000.00 
1,000.00 

8,0  •  ,00 

(Approximate.)  Braille wri ter s ,  sound  recorders,  desks, 
records,  binding  braille  -  science ,  mathematics,  home 
ecor  ic  ,  etc.,  equipment,  special  q  Liances,  1 
type ,  etc.,  type ,-wri t  .re. 

$10,876,00 

11,1.36.00 

11,996.00 

The  amount  of  wages  paid  to  the  clerks  employed  in  the 
sight  conservation  department,  figured  according  to  the 
time-  spent  in  preparing  braille  ana  clcnr-typc  books. 

$17,I»6U.39 

19,5ii6.5l 

19,513.71 

16,871.11 

Braille  paper,  art  materials,  sewing  materials,  weaving 
materials,  typewriters ,  braille-writers,  large-print  texts, 
eye  models,  photometers ,  .reading  stands,  head-phones, 
magnifiers,  tape  rtcorc.ers,  and  tapes. 

Do  you  lc'lc  to  the  American  Printin'-  House  to 
furnish  nil  of  your  instructional  rar.  t«:  rials  for 
children  coming  within  the  accepted  definition 
of  blindness? 


It  is  clear  that  respondents  neither  look  to  nor  expect  the  Printing  House 
to  furnish  all  the  instructional  mat.  rials . 


Public  School  Rcsidonti'l  Per:-.  1  Total 


Number 

P^r  Cent 

Numb*.  r 

Per  Cent 

Number 

Per  Cent 

No  ansvr r 

3 

6;; 

1 

3/o 

h 

b% 

Yes 

8 

17/o 

5 

13:' 

13 

16% 

No 

36 

11% 

32 

81{>:> 

68 

80 % 

L7 


3? 


Totals 


13 


O 


Do  you  kr.yo  any  oi her  suggestion,  wi t.k  re.  nee t  to 
the  rc-^ppotti  rving  of  cun cat  nil  ->ur-  a;  •>  or  to  the 
iinanci  .g  r.r  ins'  ructioual  ranter-.-: Is  1  ..cere  of 
pro  s<  .nt  ni.lot*  *v.  nts? 


Public.  Soho^l  P  ■•si  ’ential  5'’bc  1  T  -  t- 1 


Humber 

Per  Cent 

Hu:  b.  r 

Per  Cent 

Number 

Per  Cent 

No  answer 

lh 

30% 

13 

3h% 

2? 

325 

Yes 

7 

\% 

12 

32., 

19 

225 

Mo 

22 

17% 

13 

3h% 

35 

1,15 

Others 

U 

Q% 

0 

(y.' 

h 

k+n 

Totals 

17 

33 

85 

(continued) 


